REMARKS 

The Examiner, Mr. Duong, is thanked for the courtesy extended applicants' 
attorney during the telephone discussion of February 28, 2007, wherein it was 
pointed out that while claims 30 - 33 recite the features as illustrated in the non- 
elected species B, as illustrated in Figs. 10 and 11, claims 1 - 4, as amended , and 
the dependent claims thereof, other than claims 14 and 15 and newly added claims 
30 - 33, are generic claims and are readable on the elected Species A, as illustrated 
in Fig. 9, as well as Fig. 2, for example. The Examiner suggested that claims 14 and 
15 be canceled, and by the present amendment, claims 14 and 15 have been 
canceled without prejudice or disclaimer of the subject matter thereof, noting that 
claims 30 - 33 are readable on the non-elected species B. 

Applicants note that the elected species of Fig. 9 is directed to a structural 
arrangement of an image display panel formed by the substrates SUB1 and SUB2, 
as shown in Figs. 1 and 9 of the drawings of this application, with a wiring printed 
circuit board HPCB, for example, being arranged close to the image display panel 
and another wiring circuit board represented by He, for example, being arranged to 
bridge between the image display panel and the wiring printed circuit board HPCB, 
for example, as recited in claim 1 . Further, as illustrated in Fig. 2 , and as described 
at pages 17 and 18 of the specification, the image display device includes a frame , 
as represented by the frame 700, which substantially surrounds and supports the 
liquid crystal display panel module 400, which includes the liquid crystal display 
panel and the wiring printed circuit boards connected thereto, noting that the 
specification refers to the frame as an intermediate or middle frame 700, and which 
frame supports at least portions of the image display panel and the first printed 
wiring circuit board. Thus, applicants submit that the elected species A, 
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representative of Fig. 9. includes Figs. 1 - 8 . For example, Fig. 9 illustrates the 
feature that the wiring circuit board HPCB includes a notched or recessed portion 
SLT, as illustrated in Fig. 9, as well as Figs. 1, 4, 6 and 7 of the drawings, for 
example, as representative of Species A. On the other hand, species B as recited in 
claims 14 and 15 and illustrated in Figs. 10 and 1 1 , recites the feature of the frame, 
as illustrated in Fig. 2, which, as illustrated in Figs. 10 and 1 1 has a projection 
portion PJ formed on the frame and engages the notched portion (claim 14) or the 
recess portion (claim 15). As explained to the Examiner, the frame forms part of the 
image display device, as clearly illustrated in Fig. 2, which is part of Fig. 9 , although 
not illustrated therein, and therefore, claims 1 - 4, as amended to recite the feature of 
the frame are generic claims properly readable on the elected species A , as 
represented by Fig. 9, as well as other figures of the drawings, and is further generic 
to Figs. 10 and 11 of non-elected species B in that such species, as previously 
recited in claims 14 and 15, is directed to the projected portion on the frame which 
engages with the notched or recessed portion of the printed wiring circuit board 
HPCB. Thus, newly added claims 30 - 33 are directed to the non-elected species B, 
but for the reasons set forth in the amendment filed November 15, 2006, since the 
parent claims 1 - 4 are considered to patentably distinguish over the cited art and 
should be considered allowable, newly added dependent claims 30 - 33 should also 
be considered and found allowable at this time. 

As noted above, the Examiner suggested the cancellation of claims 14 and 
15, and such claims have been canceled by the present amendment, again noting 
that claims 30 - 33 which are not readable on the elected species A, but rather are 
directed to the non-elected species B, should be considered in view of the patentably 
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of the generic claims, and all claims should be given consideration and found 
allowable at this time. 

As noted above, the Examiner indicated that if this explanation were 
presented, such would be considered a proper response to the office action dated 
May 15, 2006 and the office communication dated February 23, 2007. 

Accordingly, favorable action in this application is respectfully requested. 

To the extent necessary, applicants petition for an extension of time under 37 
CFR 1.136. Please charge any shortage in the fees due in connection with the filing 
of this paper, including extension of time fees, to the deposit account of Antonelli, 
Terry, Stout & Kraus, LLP, Deposit Account No. 01-2135 (Case: 501 .43164X00), 
and please credit any excess fees to such deposit account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



ANTONELLI, TERRY, STOUT & KRAUS, LLP 
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